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January 19, 2017 
 
Randy Fiorini, Chair and Members 
Delta Stewardship Council 
980 Ninth Street, Suite 1500 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 

Dear Chair Fiorini and Council Members: 

The Delta Protection Commission appreciates the opportunity to provide comment on the 

proposed revisions to Chapter 7 of the Delta Plan. 

Commission staff have been regular participants in the development of the Delta Levee 

Investment Strategy and our parallel effort to explore options for financing levee improvements 

under a beneficiary-pays system.  We appreciate the opportunity to offer the perspective on 

“Delta as Place” values during the development of the Strategy and the preparation of the 

proposed Chapter 7 amendments.  

At its January 19, 2017 meeting, the Commission considered and approved the following 
comments. 
 
Delta levees are critically important to the unique Delta values (agricultural, recreational, 
cultural, and natural resource) and form the foundation of Delta communities, commerce, 
recreation and natural resources.  They also are critically important to ensuring the delivery of 
high-quality water to users both inside and outside the Delta. 
 
As highlighted in its 2012 Economic Sustainability Plan, the Commission supported the 
improvement and maintenance of all Delta levees to at least the Delta-specific PL 84-99 
standard; given the difficulties with PL 84-99, the Commission would now endorse the (similar) 
DWR Bulletin 192-82 standard instead of PL 84-99.  The Commission also supported the 
improvement of most “lowland” levees to a higher Delta-specific standard that more fully 
addresses the risks due to earthquakes, extreme floods and sea-level rise and that provides 
improved protection for legacy communities and opportunities for habitat improvements on 
the water-side of levees.   
 
The Commission offers the following specific comments on the proposed revisions to Chapter 7 
of the Delta Plan: 
 
Recommendation RR R1 (Implement Emergency Preparedness and Response) – The second 
bullet (material stockpiles) should be amended to require DWR to operate the stockpiles as a 
store that is open to customers (local flood officials) during flood fight conditions.  As DWR 
currently operates the stockpiles, it will allow local flood officials to obtain materials only if they 
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are replaced at a later date.  This is problematic for obtaining reimbursement in a disaster 
declaration and for other reasons. 
 
Recommendation RR R6 (Update Delta Levees Subvention Program’s Cost-sharing Provisions) – 
The Council has heard testimony from numerous parties as to the utility and efficiency of the 
Delta Levees Subvention Program.  The Commission understands the value of this program and 
has been supportive of continuing it and making Delta-beneficial changes to it.  It would be 
appropriate for the Council to make a strong statement of support for the Program.  Further, it 
does not appear that there is sufficient rationale for increasing the deductible amount and 
indexing it to inflation.  With the relative deficiency of policies and recommendations in 
Chapter 7 that primarily serve to protect and enhance the unique Delta values, not increasing 
the $1000 per mile deductible amount for the Delta Levees Subvention Program is a pro-Delta 
step that could be taken. 
 
Recommendation RR R7 (Fund Actions to Protect Infrastructure from Flooding and Other 
Natural Disasters) – The first two bullets refer to actions by the California Public Utilities 
Commission to impose fees on regulated utilities to pay for flood and disaster prevention.  How 
does this relate to the discussion elsewhere in Chapter 7 to move to a “beneficiary-pays” 
system for Delta levee improvements? 
 
Policy RR P1 (Prioritization of State Investments in Delta Levees and Risk Reduction) – This 
Policy establishes funding prioritization for a limited group of “very high” priority islands and 
tracts; it suggests that only when these “very high” priorities are funded should lower priority 
levees and tracts be improved.  Recognizing the statutory mandate for “Delta as Place” in the 
achievement of the co-equal goals and as outlined in the 2012 Economic Sustainability Plan, the 
Commission would argue for a stronger commitment to system-wide improvement of all Delta 
levees (ideally to the DWR Bulletin 192-82 standard) before the funding prioritization for 
higher-levels of levee improvement on “very high” priority islands.   
 
Current estimates to improve all Delta levees to a DWR Bulletin 192-82 standard are within the 
reach of existing funding sources, given the availability of remaining Proposition 1E funds as 
well as the more recent Proposition 1 funding for Delta levees.  The Commission suggests a 
commitment to base-level improvement of all Delta levees to the DWR Bulletin 192-82 
standard before prioritization of future levee improvements. 
 
Policy RR P1 (Prioritization of State Investments in Delta Levees and Risk Reduction; beginning 
at (a) on page 12, line 8) – This appears to read that levee “maintenance” is subject to the 
prioritization policy, where subsection (b) [page 10, line 8] indicates that the prioritization 
policy only applies to levee improvement and major rehabilitation.  The Commission would not 
support levee maintenance being subject to the prioritization policy. 
 
DP RXX (Provide Public Access on Appropriately-located Delta Levees) – The Commission 
supports the replacement of the word “support” with the word “consider” on page 22, line 17 
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of the discussion draft, and also supports deleting the remainder of the recommendation after 
the word “trails” on page 22, line 18. 
 
The Commission appreciates the Council’s consideration of these comments.  We look forward 
to providing support to the Council as it strengthens the “Delta as Place” aspects of Chapter 7 
of the Delta Plan. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Skip Thomson 
Chair 
 
 
cc: Members, Delta Protection Commission 
 
 

 


